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ABSTRACT 

To meet growing demands for collecting and using 
quality information for decision-maJcing, many U.S. school districts 
are developing datal3ase systems that increase their responsiveness to 
schools and communities. This paper describes how Long Beach Unified 
School District (California) designed and implemented a Database 
Management Information System (DBMIS) to improve information 
collection and use for districtwide planning. The major function of 
the DBMIS is to collect, accumulate, summarize, analyze, and report 
information on an annual basis, using 1986-87 as the baseline year 
from which longitudinal trends will be measured. Student achievement 
scores and the results of current, specialized Research Office 
studies will be integrated in the system to form a comprehensive data 
bank. Survey methodology will be used to identify areas for further 
study. Initially, the Research Office formed a steering committee to 
identify major planning issues to form the foundation of the 
management information system. Directed by a professional 
facilitacor, the superintendent and committee identified issues 
categorized into eight major goal areas. Using these grjals as a 
framework, the Research Office developed a bank of items to aid 
construction of district surveys. Ten items were then selected to 
address planning issues such as year-round schooling, job 
satisfaction, involvement in decision-making, facilities upkeep, and 
personnel issues. A second bank of 345 survey items was developed to 
assess school effectiveness variables influencing student 
achievement. In fall 1986 each school developed customized surveys 
for staff, students, and parents designed to meet that school's 
information and program needs. Survey methodology and findings are 
briefly summarized. Four figures and 11 tables are included. (MLH) 
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In troduction 

In most of our nations' school districts, a combination of educational reform 
movements, changing demographics, budget constraints, and local politics have 
created a demand for the collection and use of quality information for 
decision making. Data-driven management has become the rule rather than the 
exception as technology has served to facilitate the availability of timely 
information. Interest has turned to the development of a database system to 
allow districts to be more proactive and responsive to changing conditions in 
schools and communities. 

This paper will present an overview of how the Long Beach Unified School 
District (67,513) designed and implemented a Database Mangement Information 
System (DBMIS) to Improve the collection and use of information for 
districtwide planning. 



Background 

In April of 1986, the Superintendent announced that the Research Office in *he 
Long Beach Unified School District would be responsible for the design and 
implementation of a database system. The DBMIS would serve to centralize 
information sources for decision making at all levels and provide an ongoing 
system for monitoring systemwide effectiveness. 

The major function of the DBMIS is to collect, accumulate, summarize, analyze, 
and report information on an annual basis. The 1986-87 school year serves as 
the baseline year from which longitudinal trends will be measured. The 
results of specialized studies currently conducted by the Research Office will 
be integrated into the system to form a comprehensive data bank. The long 
range goal of the Research Office is to establish on-line relational data 
banks that can be queried easily, providing fast and accurate information for 
problem analysis and decision making. 

Although the system utilizes a variety of data collection techniques, the use 
of survey methodology will serve to identify areas for further study. Because 
surveys measure perceptions and opinions, hard data such as test scores and 
enrollment figures should be available for comparison when studying issues or 
planning change. For this reason, the Database Management Information System 
will incorporate achievement data and other specialized studies currently 
conducted by the Research Office and other departments. The Database 
Management Information System is broader than the survey results presented in 
this paper. 

Initially, the Research Office formed a steering committee of 30 district 
personnel for the purpose of identifying major planning issues that would be 
targets or goals for data collection in the next decade. The targeted - -eas 
would serve to structure the foundation for the development of a mangement 
infortnation system. Under the direction of a professional facilitator, the 
Superintendent and members of the steering committee identified planning 



issues that were categorized into eight major goal areas. This goal -setting 
process used a scenario built on actual district projections to help 
participants develop a vision of the year 2000. 

Goal areas identified by the steering committee included: (1) adequate 
funding, (2) adequate facilities, (3) school /community needs, (4) curriculum 
and instruction, (5) leadership, (6) staff interaction, (7) technology, and 
(8) personnel recruitment, selection, and retention. 

Using these goal areas as a framework, the Research Office developed a bank of 
items to facilitate the construction of district surveys. Ten items were 
selected from the district bank to address planning issues such as year-round 
schools, job satisfaction, involvement in decision-making, facilities upkeep, 
and personnel issues. 

A second bank of 345 survey items was developed to assess school effectiveness 
variables that research has shown impact student achievement. The school-" 
based items were organized under eight dimensions of school effectiveness: 
(1) leadership, (2) instructional practices, (3) curriculum, (4) special needs 
students, (5) school climate, (6) school/parent/community interaction, (7) 
staff development, and (8) planning/implementing and evaluating the program. 

In the fall of 1986, each school developed custom surveys for staff, students 
and parents, designed specifically to meet the information/program needs of 
that school. These same survey instruments were used in the 1987-88 database 
survey. 



Scope of the Database Survey 

All 56 elementary schools, 14 junior high schools, 5 senior high schools, one 
continuation high school, and 3 special education schools administered custom 
parent, staff, and student surveys. 

Parents of all students in the district were surveyed. Translated 
questionnaires in four languages (Spanish, Cambodian, Vietnamese, Tagalog) 
were provided on an as-needed basis. All staff members, classified and 
certificated, were surveyed at each school site, along with all students in 
Grades 4 through 12. Only orthopedically handicapped students participated at 
the special educaiton schools; however, all parents and staff were surveyed at 
each site. Comment pages were enclosed with each survey form, and building 
administrators collected and summarized the comments for analysis and 
follow-up. This annual survey has been administered in the fall of the 
1986-87 school year and again in the winter of the 1987-88 school year. 



Methodology 

Design 

Based on the need to centralize information for a variety of users, 
INVOLVEMENT became an essential element in the overall design of the 
management information system. Planners recognized the need to include people 
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who were not only potenftial users of the system, but also potential recipients 
of change resulting from plans based on the information. 

Another reason for an emphasis on broad involvement in terms of project design 
relates to the diversity of the school and community populations served by the 
Long Beach Unified School District. Although all schools have similar needs 
for informaton, there is considerable variation across programs. By allowing 
schools to select their own survey items based on local needs, each site 
gained a sense of "ownership" in the process. 

The second design element directing the process was UTILITY. In order for 
information to be deemed useful to the site administrator, it needed to (1) be 
related to program and community needs specific to his/her school population, 
and (2) fit in with existing information needs currently required by the State 
and the district. 

A 4-step planning model served as the conceptual framework for implementing a 
cyclic process that would ensure involvement in the selection of useful 
information in targeted areas with chan^^ing conditions. The sequence followed 
in the planning process is presented in Figure 1. 

FIGURE 1 



4«Step Planning Model 




Stepi 

IDENTIFICATION OF INFORMATION NEEDS 



• Visioning 

• Planning Issues Identified 

• Goal Setting/Questions To Be Addressed 

• Evaluating Sources of Information Currently 
Available 




Step 4 

RESULT REPORTING/ACTION PUNNING 



• Distrlctwide Summary of Results to 
Superintendent 

• Distrlctwide Summary and Individual School 
Results 

• Local Reports to Profile Schools and 
Centralize School Data Bank 



Step 2 
INSTR»" ^NTATION 



• Subcommittee Item Development 

• School Site Council Item Selection 

• Steering Committee Item Selection 




Step 3 
DATA COLLECTION 



• Administer Survey Forms to Staff. Students. 
Parents 

• Schools Return Fonms to District Office for 
Processing 
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Infill n S"ri:®"T^^/^?"^''^<l schools to collect information regarding Program 
Review Quality Indicators, high school accreditation, and School Improvement. 
Schools are expected to conduct self-studies and needs assessments to meet 
these requirements. It was prudent then for the database system to 
accommodate these multiple information needs, affording maximum utility of the 
information, while at the same time providing districtwide data for system 
planning. *' 

Item Bank Development 

Use of an item bank met the design criteria, INVOLVEMENT and UTILITY, by 
a lowing schools to select their own items. Although each school selected 
different items, al items across schools could be aggregated by the eight 
dimensions of school effectiveness to. provide district measures. 

Quality criteria taken from State documents for Program Review WASC 
n?crSnJ?*lJ!' f-'^ ''"^^'J^ Indicators were classified by the eight dimensions 
ILIa i effectiveness to form a bank of items. Additional survey items were 
added from the Connecticut instruments and other research based school 

^nH?^r''n"^''"u"''?"- '^^^ J*^""^ ^'ere coded to indicate their source. This 
coding allowed school personnel to select items that would be needed for 
Program Review needs assessment or accreditation. This bank of 345 items 

fnrmi ^-f ^Vl^ ^^^velopment process to construct custom survey 

forms for school site staff and parents. 

A separate but complementary bank of survey items was developed for use by 
IJliT.ll ^ J*''?"^^ ^^swct items were selected from a 

If^tol: planning issues, and appeared on all parent and staff 

Survey Design 

Following the 4-step Planning Model (Figure 1) during the 1986-87 school year, 
!!J?hi • 2 was asked to (1) determine its current information needs, (2) 

Hiffll * P^r?"* advisory committee or utilize an existing site council to 
develop community and staff survey forms, (3) administer surveys to staff, 
students, and parents, and (4) report results to staff and parents for 
reviewing/planning school effectiveness. 

Each site council or advisory committee had an equal number of parents and 
tllL "representing school/community needs. Using copies of the item bank, 
?oSn °^ i*" conducted a 2-hSur meeting, directing 

council members through an item selection process designed to facilitate 
priority-setting and consensus building. 

Survey Design parameters were as follows: 

• a designated number of bank items must be selected from each of the 
school effectiveness categories 

• the group must reach consensus as to priority Items selected 
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• a core of aoout 10 or 12 Items must appear on each of the three survey 
forms (staff, students, parent) to allow comparisons 

• only 26 items can be selected for the parent and student forms and 35 
items for the staff survey 

• ten district items would appear on all staff and parent forms. 
Survey Production 

The bank items were put on-line and dBase III Plus software /as used to 
develop 234 custom survey forms. The frequency with which various items were 
selected was also recorded. This information served as a values audit for the 
district and also provided greater definition for the eight aggregate 
reporting categories. 

Parent surveys were printed in four languages (Spanish, Cambodian, Vietnamese, 
Tagalog). Responses to all survey forms were on scannable answer sheets. 
Each survey had a comments page asking two questions: 

1. What do you like best about this school? 

2. What would you like to see change? 
Administration and Processing of Survey Forms 

The second database survey was administered to staff, students, and parents 
during the month of January. This year no survey forms were mailed. All 
parent forms were sent home with elementary and secondary school students. 
Students in Grades 4 through 12 completed their forms in class. Each site 
processed Its own comments pages, returning only the scannable response sheets 
to the Research Office for data analyses. School reports were returned to 
schools in April for use in Budget preparation, program review, and planning. 

Rate of Return 

A baseline measure of any survey is the rate of return and the representa- 
tiveness of the sample. Efforts were made to secure data from as many 
participants as possible. Student surveys were administered during the school 
day, and staff surveys were distributed during faculty meetings. In 1986, at 
considerable expense to the district, all surveys for parents of secondary 
students, with the exception of Washington Junior High School, were sent in 
the U.S. mail with self -addressed return envelopes provided. 

After reviewing the high return rate at Washington Junior High, it was decided 
that all parent surve>i would be hand carried by students for the 1988 survey. 
As a result, the rate of return increased this year at the secondary level. 

The rate of return for students was 80% of the more than 41,000 surveys 
distributed. This represents a 10% drop from the previous year. Return rate 
for the staff of over 4,000 was in the 90% range. 



In 1986, the rate of return for the parents was much higher (48%) than is 
normally expected for a voluntary survey. This year, 51% (or 33,168) of the 
65,365 parent surveys were returned. The 3 percent increase over the 1986 
return rate represents an increase in the response rate among parents of 
students attending secondary schools. 

When compared to 1986-87, the elementary division's rate of return of parent 
surveys for 1988 remained the same at 65%, with 25,182 of the 39,012 surveys 
returned. The junior high school and senior high school rates of return were 
35% and 26% respectively (up from 29% and 21%), with 4,711 of the 13,522 
junior high school surveys returned and 3,275 of the 12,831 senior high school 
surveys returned (Figure 2). 



FIGURE 2 




To establish the representativeness of the sample, parents were asked to 
Identify their ethnicity. It was interesting to note that eight percent (8%) 
of the parent respondents reported more than one category for ethnicity, or 
chose to leave this item blank. Under current state categories used for 
racial/ethnic surveys, respondents must select ong of the following ethnic 
groups: Black; White (not of Hispanic origin); Asian, Filipino or Pacific 
Islander; Hispanic; American Indian. 
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The ethnicity of the respondents (Figure 3) closely parallels the K-12 student 
ethnicity (Figure 4) of the district. 



Figure 3 
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In 1987-88, approximately 8,249 parents responded in a language other than 
English. This number represents 25% of the total parent response group, an 
increase of 3 percent (1,339) over the 1986 number of non-English parent 
responses. 

Data Analysis 

All 70,120 parent, staff, and student responses were scanned and programs were 
written for mainframe analyses. Schools received comprehensive analyses of 
the data which were summarized in a series of supplementary reports prepared 
on an IBM PC using dBase III Plus software. Supplementary reports included: 
(1) a Common Item Report for comparing responses across respondent groups, (2) 
percent of responses by category on each questionnaire, (3) mean item ratings 
by various subgroupings. Samples of district analyses are represented in 
Tables 1 through 7. 



Findings 

It is not the intent of this paper to summarize the results of the database 
survey. However, a comprehensive report of findings is available in the 
district's Database Management Information System Annual Report for 1987-88. 
Overall results are generally very favorable. Increased percents of parent 
satisfaction were reported in administrative leadership, curriculum, and 
clarity of purpose. Some parents (22%) of high school students expressed 
concern with school climate. Teacher ratings increased substantially in 
confidence in the district administration and district support, however, 
administrator ratings on these items dropped. Student ratings were very 
positive, however 35% 6f the secondary students reported disagreement with 
items related to prositive school climate. 

1986 Areas Targeted for Improvement 

Areas target for improvement based on the 1986 baseline results included: (1) 
increased staff and parent awareness of school curriculum, (2) the planning 
and program evaluation process used by schools; (3) the availability and 
effectiveness of staff development programs for classified staff and classroom 
aides; (4) school culture and climate; (5) personnel evaluation procedures; 
and (6) confidence in district administration among secondary school site 
staff. 

Increased percents of agreement were noted in all targeted areas except: (1) 
student ratings for school climate, (2) secondary personnel evaluation 
procedures, and (3) confidence in district administration (particularly among 
high school staff). 

Recommended Targeted Areas for 1988 Include: 

• Improvement efforts at individual schools where students reported 
lower percents of agreement with positive school climate items. 

• Review of personnel evaluation procedures at the secondary level. 
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• Continue efforts to recognize and appreciate staff efforts and 
accomplishments* 

• Explore ways to improve confidence in district administration and 
district support at the secondary level. 

• Continue efforts to improve lines of communication between district 
administration and school site staff. 

• Expand publicity on year-round school options and advantages. 

• Continue to promote the district mission and efforts to clarify 
district purpose and direction. 

• Continue offorts to involve non-English-speaking and minority parents 
in the educational process. 

• Formalize district procedures for implementing changes based on survey 
results. 



General Conclusions 

• The 1988 results confirm many existing strengths identified in the 
baseline survey and continue to target areas of need. 

• DBMIS has served to open lines of communication and public support 
continues, as evidenced by the increased number of parents 
participating. 

• Continued efforts to reach the non-English-speaking community can and 
will make a difference in the level of understanding and willingness 
of that community to participate in the schools' programs. 

• Change efforts can affect thG outcomes, as evidenced by the increased 
agreement between 1986 and 1988 with items related to clarity of 
purpose and district communications. 

• In keeping pace with rapidly changing communities, schools may need 
formalized district procedures to assist them with prioritizing and 
implementing change efforts based on these and other data. 



Problems and Limitations 

There are several problems in drawing concrete inferences about our 
educational system based on survey data: 

• Questionnaires deal with perceptions and opinions and may or may not 
reflect reality. Therefore, results must be used along with other 
factual data for decision-making. 
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• Respondents self-select into the sample and one cannot generalize as 
to the attitudes and perceptions of those choosing not to respond. It 
IS difficult to draw conclusions on the effectiveness of secondary 
programs when over 50% of the parents did not respond to the survey. 

• How to include the "no response" when interpreting survey results 
presents a dilemma. For example, 23-27% of parent respondents who 
responded in a language other than English left items dealing with 
curriculum blank. (See Tables 8 to 11). 

• It would appear, based on the nonresponses, that language minority 
parents do not have information about school programs so they leave 
those items blank, even though they could mark "not enough 
information". 

Schools must continue to seek ways to involve non-English speaking parents in 
the educational process. In the meantime, districts continue to report 
available survey data recognizing certain limitations. 
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Percent of Reeponsee to Detdbeee Nenegeaent lofomtion Surveys 
Co^>leted by SelMted Qroupe of Respondents 
Fsll 19e6/Spring 19B8 

DISTRICT TOTAL 





Yesr 


Percent of Responses* Choeen by: 


(roll 

I opr. 


Totsl St«ff/s 
1986 N = 4,113) 
1968 N » 3,626) 


(Fall 

(spr* 


Parents 

1966 N = 31,089) 
1988 N = 33,168) 


(■^all 
(5pr. 


Studenta 

1986 N = 

Isfoo PI - 


36,319) 


Agree 


Not 
Enough 
Dlssgree Infer- 
■stion 


Agree 


Disagree 


HOC 
Enough 
Infer- 
Bst ion 


Agree 


Disagree 


Not 
Enough 
Infor- 
■ation 


Lssdership 


1966 


84« 


m 


AX 


87% 




1% 


77* 


18« 


5« 




1968 


84 


13 


3 


87 


1 


c 

o 


76 


19 


5 


Imtructlonsl Prsctices 


1966 


83 


10 


8 


85 


10 


6 


73 


23 


4 




1968 


85 


9 


6 


84 


11 


0 


73 


24 


4 


CurriculUB 


1966 


71 


12 


17 


76 


11 


11 


66 


29 


5 




1968 


75 


11 


15 


73 


11 


11 


67 


29 


5 


Speclsl Needs Students 


1966 


75 


16 


10 


73 


10 


17 


74 


19 


6 




1988 


ID 


16 


9 


75 


10 


16 


76 


18 


6 


School Culture/ Cliaste 


1986 


80 


16 


5 


82 


10 


9 


66 


29 


5 




1988 


81 


16 


4 


81 


11 


8 


64 


30 


5 


Stsff Develop«ent 


1986 


70 


16 


14 


Not Applicable 




Not Applicable 




1988 


73 


16 


12 


Not Applicable 




Not Applicable 


Schoo 1 /Psren t /CoMRUi i t y 


1986 


74 


16 


10 


85 


10 


5 


66 


29 


4 


Intersction 


1988 


73 


18 


9 


83 


11 


6 


65 


31 


4 


Plsnning/lBpleaent Ing/ 


1986 


68 


15 


17 


66 


11 


22 


60 


32 


8 


Ivslusting the Progrsa 


1988 


69 


16 


16 


68 


12 


20 


60 


33 


8 



a/Total Staff includea all reaponding teachera, adainiatratora, claaaified ataff, certificated aupport ataff, and aides. 



*Perceois say not total 100% due to round '^g. 



4 



fercMt of If spouses to lalabast NMigeMl Iiforaalioft Survers 
Coopltlcd hi SclMol Staff Neobors 
Mil im/Spriiif 1981 

8ISflICf fOTAL 



Cotooorr of IlHs 


Year 
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Not 
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Not 

Fnougli 
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iitlon 


Hot 

Fnoogk 

A9'00 vi>i9'tf invor 

OltlOO 


Not 

Fooooli 

A9rCC ilSl9>0( iRrOT' 

oitioo 


Uiderskip 


1986 
1988 


Qtff Kff 9ff 

82 14 t 


Qtff LI Iff 

92 4 2 


A7ff II ff 9ff 

p/1 ill n 
R9 6 3 


Olff llff Qff 
Oil III '1 

82 9 8 


OOff 7f lit 

wn n III 
64 4 8 


iMSlmclioAal friclUes 


1984 
1988 


A( lA i 
19 10 1 

84 II 3 


•1 fl 1 

71 0 1 

92 4 2 


lie 0 

8) " 4 
6S 4 6 


/O 7 <l 

73 7 20 


02 / 10 
84 4 8 


CiirrUiiiiia 


198t 
1988 


7^ It 19 
/9 IJ ]/ 

77 12 11 


fit It A 

84 12 5 


71 III 10 
/I lU 17 

72 9 19 


M / j9 

40 8 33 


xfl m <io 
61 10 

75 8 i; 


SMcial llMds StidMis 


1984 

19)« 


74 20 4 
74 20 4 


90 9 2 
87 11 2 


63 U 4 
61 10 10 


49 6 22 
70 8 22 


73 11 15 

74 9 14 


Sctool Ciiltiiro/ ciiiale 


1984 
1988 


78 19 2 
80 19 2 


9S 4 1 

91 6 1 


64 10 4 
67 9 4 


74 14 10 
78 13 9 


80 9 11 
84 7 9 


Staff 8ev(lopiMt 


1984 
1988 


72 22 7 

73 21 4 


84 10 i 
68 11 1 


74 11 IS 
77 10 13 


44 4 29 
44 4 28 


44 4 30 
70 4 24 


Sckool/firMl/CooMiitr 
iRUrKlioft 


1984 
1988 


75 20 S 
72 23 S 


84 14 2 

82 IS 3 


77 13 10 
11 11 


71 10 19 
48 10 22 


72 10 19 
74 11 14 


riaMiif/IiplMMliiig/ 
CvaiyaliM Ibt frograo 


1984 

1988 


71 19 10 

70 20 11 


81 13 4 

87 11 2 


74 10 14 
74 11 14 


57 11 32 

58 9 33 


59 8 3J 
45 7 28 



NOU: Tkf Roftbors of respondeots skooo oo tkis table do oot aatcli the ouobers skooo on lib 



e 9 becaose all staff oeobers respoodino did oot identify tbeir position. 



D 



«r»rcMt$ Mr Mt totti lOOI due to rwidiiK. 
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Table 3 
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CalHory of lifts 


Year 


ferccfit of lespoosesi Chose* by: 


fOKkers 
(Fall 1914 2.198) 
iSpr. 1918 N ' 2,143) 


Adijaistrators 
(Fall 1984 N = 117) 
(Spr. 1988 N • 113) 


Cerlificatcd Support 
(Fall 1984 N : 389) 
(Spr. 1988 H : 343) 


Classified Slaff 
(Fall 1984 N z S8l) 
(Spr. 1988 N : 4I0) 


Aides 
(Fall 1984 N : 572) 
(Spr. 1988 N = 443) 


Nol 

Eiougli 

49ree Iisa9rec lafor- 
titioi 


Not 

Enough 

A9ree lisigree Infer* 
aihon 


Nol 

Enough 

Agree Disagree Infor- 
ialioa 


^ Nol 
Enough 

Agree Disagree Infor* 
•alioa 


Nol 
EMMigk 

Agree Disagree lafor' 
ail ion 


Yfar-8oiii4 SclMols 


1984 
1988 


34X S3X III 
38 51 II 


57X 38X 5X 
41 44 5 


3ftX SIX IIX 
38 49 14 


45X 44X IIX 
41 48 11 


53X 39X 71 
54 34 8 


iKisiM lakini 


1984 
1988 


S9 38 3 
41 37 2 


•9 10 0 

90 10 0 


75 24 1 
79 19 1 


45 30 5 
48 27 4 


48 25 7 
45 24 9 


fr09rai finaiity 


1984 
1988 


90 9 1 
90 9 1 


99 1 0 
95 5 0 


93 7 0 
92 4 1 


84 8 5 
90 4 5 


88 5 7 

90 5 5 


CoiiiMicatiM 


1984 
1988 


42 S3 5 
50 4S 4 


81 19 0 

79 20 1 


40 37 3 
45 33 3 


49 42 9 

57 34 9 


54 18 24 
41 14 23 


Clarity of hirrose 


1984 
1988 


71 24 3 
79 18 2 


84 14 0 
88 12 0 


77 20 3 
89 8 2 


47 24 9 

75 17 8 


48 12 20 
74 10 14 


Evaloatioo Procedures 


1986 
1988 


5S 41 4 
41 3S 4 


82 18 0 
82 17 1 


44 30 5 

71 27 2 


48 24 8 

72 23 5 


75 11 15 
84 9 7 


IKOfllllM 


1988 


52 45 3 
54 42 3 


82 18 0 

79 21 0 


45 34 1 

72 28 1 


4ft 29 3 

73 25 2 


80 14 4 
83 12 5 


8ork Enviroooeat 


1984 
1988 


87 11 3 
98 9 1 


98 2 0 
95 5 0 


94 4 0 
94 4 0 


95 3 1 
95 4 1 


97 1 2 
97 1 2 


lislrici Sopforl 


1984 
i988 


59 30 11 
45 24 9 


91 1 1 
91 9 0 


85 11 4 
84 12 2 


48 21 :8 
74 14 18 


57 15 21 
43 12 2S 


Caofidfoco ia |jslr:ct 
Adiiaistralioo 


1984 
1988 


58 33 9 
45 29 7 


92 8 0 
91 8 1 


80 14 4 

80 17 3 


75 18 7 
78 15 1 


48 13 20 

72 11 14 



ERIC 



NOfE: The auobers of respondeals skoua on this table do nol oalch Ike nuabers shoun on fable 9 because all staff aeibers responding did not identify Iheir position. 



■8 



^reycfftls My aol lalal lOOX due to roundinf. 



Table 4 



Percent of Responses to Database Management Information SurveysCnmpleted by 
Parents of Students Attending Neighborhood and Non-Neighborhood Schools 

Fell 1986/Spring 1988 

DISTRICT TOTAL 



Category of Items 


Year 


Percent of Responses^! Chosen: 


Parents of 
Students Attending 
Neighborhood Schools 
(Fall 1986 N = 20,744) 
(Spr. 1988 N = 20,632) 


Parents of 
Students Attending 
Non-Neignborhood Schools 
(Fall 1986 N = 8,412) 
(Spr. 1988 N = 9,610) 


Agree 


Not 
Enough 
Disagree Infor- 
mation 


Agree 


Not 
Enough 
Disagree Infor- 
mation 


Leaaersn i p 


1 QQC 


87\ 


6% 


6% 


88% 


5* 


7% 


« 


1988 


87 


6 


6 


88 


7 


6 


^ ins truer xonax rractices 




84 


11 


6 


86 


8 


5 




1988 


84 


10 


5 


86 


10 


5 






75 


11 


14 


79 


10 


11 




1988 


77 


11 


12 


80 


11 


9 


Special Needs Students 


1986 


71 


10 


19 


76 


8 


16 




1988 


73 


9 


17 


77 


9 


13 


School Climate 


1986 


81 


10 


9 


83 


8 


8 




1988 


81 


10 


9 


82 


10 


7 


School/Parent /Community 


1986 


85 


10 


6 


86 


9 


5 


Interaction 


1988 


84 


11 


6 


84 


11 


5 


Planning/ Implementing/ 


1986 


64 


12 


24 


70 


9 


20 


Evaluating the Program 


1988 


66 


12 


22 


71 


11 


18 



NOTE: The numbers of respondents shown on this table do not match the total numbers shown 
on Table 9 because all parents responding did not identify the student's school — 
neighborhood or non-neighborhood. 



♦Percents may not total 100% due to rounding. 



ERIC 
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)9 



Table 5 



Pcrcnt af lespMses to listrici iihs m 
littbasc MMHMMl UfwMtiM Sarms Co#letH by tuutls of Various Etli*jc (roups 

Fall IMi/SpriM im 

HSIIICI lOIM. 



CitMOrf of ItMS 


Tear 


rerceiil of BtSMses* br Umis of Ibe Elboic Croup Mutiti: 


Aaerican lodiao 
(Fall 1984 N = 948) 

ICm IMA M • 1 net 


Olack 

(Fill 1984 II : 4.S34) 

I AAA M m A*At 

iSpr. 1988 N : S,039) 


Hispaoic 
(Fill 1984 N r 4,435) 
(Spr. 1988 N : 7,223) 


AsiiA, Filipino, 
ficilic Islander 
(Fall 1966 N : 5,367) 
(Spr. 1968 N : 4,446) 


Nkile 

(Fall 1984 11 : 11.814) 
(Spr: 1988 N : I8jt3) 


Not 

Afree 8isafroc lafor- 
iilioi 


Not 

Uough 

Agree Oisagree lafor- 
•alioo 


Not 

Enouoh 

49ree 8isi9ree lafor- 
ailioa 


Nol 

Fnouok 

kvu 8isa9ree Infor- 
•alioa 


Nol 

Agree Disagree lafor- 
aalioo 


Vear-lowd Schools 


1914 
1988 


44X 3GX n 
48 28 4 


49X 44X 7X 

U 47 7 


44X 30X 4X 
58 34 4 


72X 24X 4X 
43 33 4 


42X 46X lOX 

37 S3 10 


IWOlVflMt 


1984 
1988 


73 14 13 
77 14 9 


49 15 14 
78 14 14 


58 17 25 

59 17 24 


48 18 IS 

47 20 13 


72 14 11 
72 17 11 


COMMUatiM 


1984 
1988 


75 IS 18 
79 13 8 


70 14 14 
72 14 12 


77 . 10 13 
77 11 12 


77 11 12 
77 13 11 


44 21 IS 
U 20 14 


Claritr of fvr^Sf 


1984 
1988 


74 14 12 
78 14 8 


47 14 17 
70 14 14 


74 11 15 

75 11 14 


77 11 12 
74 13 11 


40 24 14 

42 23 15 


Facililifs Vplctp 


1984 
1988 


87 10 3 
84 13 4 


90 7 3 
68 9 3 


88 9 3 
85 10 4 


87 10 3 
84 12 3 


89 10 2 
87 11 2 


liscipliie 


1984 
1968 


81 11 6 
81 13 4 


80 12 8 
80 12 ; 


84 8 5 

86 10 5 


85 10 5 
63 12 5 


75 13 12 
74 12 12 


Frididlijifss 


1984 
1988 


69 8 3 
90 8 2 


92 4 2 
91 8 2 


94 • 4 " 2 
93 5 2 


92 5 2 
90 7 3 


92 4 2 
92 4 2 


AJffiaU ItidUf 
lisUicliM 


1984 
1988 


84 9 S 
87 10 3 


85 9 5 
85 i\ 4 


90 7 3 
89 8 3 


84 9 5 
84 10 4 


84 16 4 
84 10 4 


iislryctiM 


1984 
1988 


84 11 S 
65 11 4 


85 10 5 
85 12 4 


69 7 4 
89 8 3 


67 9 4 
64 10 4 


84 11 4 
64 11 3 


lislrMCtiM 


1984 
1988 


84 9 S 

as 12 3 


84 9 5 
64 11 4 


69 7 4 
89 8 3 


89 8 3 
87 9 4 


85 11 4 
85 11 3 



ERIC 



20 



9pfrcfNls 8ir 881 total lOOX due to rooadiag. 



21 



Table 6 



fvmi of lespoises to listrkl lieas on 
litihist 0ani9eaMt laforaaliM Surviys tm\tU4 ii liffcrMl iM^ua^es by Parents 
Fall i986/SpriM 1988 

llSfilCf foriL 



CaU9ory of ItoiS 


Tear 




fcrcett of lespoAsesi diosen by Pareots io tlie lanouaoes Indicated: 


EMiisk 
(Fall 1984 N : 22,908) 
(S^. 1988 11 = 22,5931 


VietMoese 
(Fall 1984 N • 873) 
(Spr. 1988 H : 1,293) 


Caobodian 
(Fall 1984 N : 1,739) 
(Sor 1980 i ' 9 


HispMic 
(Fall 19S4N : 3,449) 
i)pr. lyito n - j,l6ll 


Otber 
(Fall 1984 N = 'M) 
iSpr. 1988 N = 739) 


Not 

CoOHfll 

Agree lisagree Ufor- 
oat ion 


Not 

FriouQh 

Agree Disagree Itifor- 

MtlOA 


Not 

Agree Disagree Infor- 
•alioft 


Not 

Coougk 

Agree Disagree Infor- 
•atioo 


Not 

(ooogb 

Agree Disagree Infer- 
•ation 


Tear*l0Mtf Ukooh 


\m 

1988 


44X 44X 8X 
41 51 8 


801 15X 4X 
74 22 4 


84S I2X 4X 

77 20 3 


77X 17X 4X 

72 23 5 


72X 22X 4X 
55 34 9 


lovolvHNl 


1984 
1*88 


70 17 14 
78 17 13 


48 15 17 

49 18 13 


73 17 10 

74 18 9 


54 13 32 
54 14 32 


54 27 i; 
54 28 18 


Cioiufticalioo 


1984 
1988 


41 18 14 

70 17 13 


79 12 10 

80 12 8 


78 12 9 
78 14 8 


82 4 13 
60 7 13 


46 17 15 
70 18 12 


Clarily of forpost 


1984 
1988 


44 20 14 
47 19 14 


79 10 11 
78 13 8 


82 . .10 8 
80 13 7 


77 7 14 
77 7 14 


70 15 14 
49 16 14 


Facilities Ulpkeep 


1984 
1988 


89 9 2 

87 10 2 


84 9 5 
80 16 4 


69 8 3 
84 13 3 


88 8 4 

85 10 5 


79 14 5 
74 19 7 


liscipliM 


1984 
1988 


78 12 10 

79 12 9 


84 10 5 
83 12 5 


84 10 4 
83 13 4 


91 5 4 
69 7 4 


74 15 0 
n 18 8 


Frieodlioess 


1984 
1988 


92 4 2 
92 4 2 


W 7 3 
84 11 3 


91 4 3 
87 10 3 


94 3 2 
94 4 2 


D5 12 3 
81 12 7 


Aditoate leadiH 
lostrictioo 


1984 
1988 


84 10 4 
87 10 4 


87 9 4 
83 13 4 


84 10 4 
84 12 4 


93 4 3 
92 5 3 


79 13 8 
75 14 8 


hitm^U Natk 
iRstmctioo 


1984 
1988 


84 lO 4 
84 II 3 


84 9 5 
83 13 4 


84 10 4 
84 12 5 


91 4 3 
91 4 3 


80 13 7 
78 14 D 


AdefMtc Lamnaie 
lostrictioi 


1984 
1988 


84 10 4 

8/ 10 3 


88 7 4 

i^. 13 3 


88 9 3 

84 12 4 


92 S 4 
91 4 4 


Dl 14 5 

77 15 6 



N8IC: Tke nnobers of respoodNts sbooo on tbis table do not oatcb tbe total nunbers shonn oo lable 9 because all parents 
responded 



DferCMts Uf M total I80X due to roondinf . 



responding did not identify tbe language in vk^rfi uey 
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Tablo 7 


























Ptrcont of Rtfpontoo to Databaao NanagoMnt InfonMtlon Ouoatloivio'rto 
CoRiplttod by Stitctod Groupo of Rotpondtnta 
Fall 1966/Sprlnf 198S 


























Ptrcont of Rotponoto* 


Chostn by: 


















Total Staff/a 










Partnta 












Studants 




Cattgory of Itama 




CliM. School 
Jr. Hi .School 
Sr. Hi. School 


N • 2,396 
N • 688 
N • 542 






Cl«i. School N • 
Jr. Hi. School N « 
Sr. Hi. School N « 


25,182 
4,711 
3,275 




El 
Jr 
Sr 


m. School N 
' HI. School N 
.HI .School N 


• 12,7SS 

• 11,414 
■ 9,127 


School lovtl 


Agrto 


Olsagrto 


Not 

Enough 
Infor- 
mation 


Agrtt 


Olsagrto 


Not 

Enough 
Infor- 
mation 


Agrtt 


Olsagrto 


Not 

Enough 
Infor* 
motion 




Fall 
1966 


Spr. 
1988 


Fall 

19M 


spr. 
1988 


Fall 

1986 


spr. 
1988 


Fall 
1986 


spr. 
1988 


Ftll 

1966 


Spr. 
1988 


Fall 
1986 


spr. 
1988 


Fall 

1986 


spr. 
1988 


Fall 

1986 


Spr. 1 
1988 


Fall 
1986 


Spr. 
1988 


Ltadorship 

fltmtntary • . . . 

Junior Hish • . . 
Sonior H<9h . . . 


87% 

an 
n% 


87X 
79X 
75X 


10X 
13X 
20X 


10X 
17X 
21X 


4X 
SX 
5X 


3X 
4X 
4X 


88X 
SSX 
82X 


S9X 
84X 

77X 


5X 
8X 

10X 


SX 
10X 
16X 


6X 
6X 
SX 


6X 
6X 
7X 


84X 
74X 
72X 


71X 
71X 


lilt 
20X 
23X 


lilt 
24X 
24X 


6% 
SX 


SX 
SX 


Inatructionol Procticts 
lloiiantary • • • • 

Junior Nl9h • • • 
Sonlor Nl9h . • • 


8SX 
77X 
66X 


89X 
78X 
73X 


6X 
13X 
18X 


6X 
14X 
18X 


6X 
9X 
13X 


5X 
8X 
8X 


87X 
78X 
74X 


S7X 
77X 

nx 


8X 
15X 
18X 


8X 
16X 
21% 


5X 
7X 
7X 


5X 
7X 
6X 


84X 
71X 
61X 


84X 
68X 
61X 


12X 
24X 
SSX 


m 

2SX 
36X 


41t 
4X 
4X 


4X 
SX 


Currieului 

f lontntary . • • • 

Junior Hl9h • • • 
Sonlor High • • • 


78X 
62X 
59X 


82X 
61X 
61X 


9X 
15X 
19X 


7X 
16X 
18X 


14X 
24X 
22X 


11X 
23X 
21X 


78X 
71X 
68X 


SOX 
71X 
68X 


9X 
16X 
17X 


9X 
17X 
22X 


13X 
14X 
15X 


11X 
12X 
11X 


78X 
59X 
SSX 


79X 
SSX 
SSX 


17X 
34X 
SSX 


17X 
36X 
SSX 


SX 
6X 
SX 


4X 
4X 


SpoeUl Ntfda studants 
Clanantary .... 
Junior Hl9h . . . 
Sonior Nl9h . . . 


77X 
73X 
65X 


78X 
73X 
64X 


13X 
17X 
23X 


14X 
18X 
23X 


9X 

10X 
12X 


8X 
9X 
12X 


74X 
72X 
63X 


76X 
72X 
66X 


8X 

14X 
18X 


8X 

14X 
21X 


18X 
14X 
19X 


16X 
14X 
13X 


86X 
69X 
71X 


86X 
69X 
72X 


9X 
2SX 
22X 


9X 

24X 
21X 


SX 
6X 
SX 


SX 
7X 
7X 


School Culturt/Cllmatt 
f ItMntary .... 
Junior High . . . 
Sonlor Hl9h . . . 


84X 

74X 
70X 


85X 

72X 
71X 


12X 
21X 
2SX 


11X 
24X 
2SX 


5X 
5X 
5X 


4X 
4X 
3X 


SSX 
74X 
66X 


SSX 
73X 
66X 


8X 
16X 
17X 


8X 
18X 
22X 


8X 
9X 
1SX 


7X 
9X 
13X 


76X 
63X 
SSX 


75X 
SSX 
57X 


1SX 
32X 
37X 


20X 
SSX 
SSX 


SX 
6X 
SX 


SX 
6X 
SX 


Staff Otvtlopmant 
Clomtntary .... 
Junior Nigh . . . 
Sonlor High . . . 


78X 
63X 
S2X 


SOX 
62X 
56X 


9X 
20X 
34X 


9X 
24X 
32X 


13% 
17X 
14X 


11X 
14X 
12X 




Not AppUcabIt 
Not AppUcabIt 
Not AppUcabIt 








Not AppUcabIt 
Not AppUcabIt 
Net AppUcabIt 






School/Parant/Conmunl ty 
Inttractfon 

f Icflwntary .... 

Junior High . . . 

Sonlor High . . . 


81X 
S8X 
68X 


SIX 
S9X 
57X 


11X 
29X 
22X 


12X 
30X 
33X 


9X 
13X 
10X 


7X 
11X 
10X 


SSX 
76X 

y4x 


S7X 
73X 
69X 


7X 
16X 
18X 


8X 

19X 
23X 


SX 
8X 
8X 


7% 
SX 
SX 


S4X 
62X 
SOX 


84X 
S9X 
49X 


12X 
34X 
4SX 


13X 
37X 
46X 


4X 
4X 
SX 


SX 
4X 
SX 


Plamfng/laplaMntlng/ 
fvaluating tho Program 

llontntary .... 

Junior High . . . 

Sonlor High • • • 


74X 
56X 
60X 


77X 
S4X 

ssx 


10X 
24X 
21X 


9X 
2SX 
28X 


16X 
20X 
19X 


14X 
21X 
17X 


69X 
61X 
S2X 


71X 
61X 
S6X 


10X 
18X 
1SX 


10X 
19X 
20X 


21X 
21X 
32X 


20X 
20X 
25X 


71X 
S4X 
SSX 


70X 
SSX 
S6X 


20X 
37X 
SSX 


22X 
S7X 
37X 


9X 
9X 
6X 


SX 

9X 

n 


ERJ^C sll ttacliora, 


odafnfatratorai c 


lattifftd ataffy ctrtificatod support ttiifl 


fi and 


ald^s. 










oya^iigMH^ not total IdOS ^ 


m to roundlnf. 










?i 





















Tabla a 

Nimbtr and Parcant of Paranta- -According to Ethnicity -Who Did Mfil Raspond to 
Ostabeaa Managamant Supvay itama in 19S7-88 





Ktwbar and Ptrcant of Parenta MOT Rasponding to Itam Catagory 


I tan Catagory 


Am. Indian 
<M « 1115) 


Asian 

(N « 6468) 


Black 

(N « 5039) 


Hispanic 
(N « 7223) 


W^ita 
(N « 10813) 




y 


w 

A 


M 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


Leadarahip 


58 


5X 


156 


2X 


108 


2X 


190 


3X 


132 


IX 


Inatructfonal Practicaa 


61 


5X 


tiO 


3X 


100 


2X 


178 


2X 


135 


IX 


Curriculua 


65 


6X 


189 


3X 


127 


3X 


222 


3X 


167 


2X 


Spacfal Naaoa studants 


82 


7% 


224 


3X 


151 


3X 


259 


4X 


199 


2X 


School Cultura/Climata 


72 


6X 


203 


3X 


138 


3X 


220 


3X 


182 


2X 


Staff Oavalopmant 






















School/Parant/CoflRuni ty 
Intaratfon 


78 


7% 


232 


4X 


144 


3X 


250 


3X 


189 


2X 


P I anni ng/ Impl amant i ng/ 
Evaluating tha Program 


HO 


HA 


164 


3X 


1 19 


2X 


209 


3X 


152 


IX 


Yaar-Round Schoola 


61 




17 1 


5* 
CA 


1 1 J 


2X 


199 


3X 


133 


IX 


Oaciaion Making/ Involvamant 


109 








173 


3X 


317 


4X 


213 


2X 


Comaunication 


32 


3X 


140 


2X 


81 


2X 


167 


2X 


117 


IX 


Clarity of Purpoaa 


43 


4X 


136 


2X 


75 


IX 


170 


2X 


113 


IX 


Facllitiaa Upkaap 


46 


4X 


124 


2% 


78' 


2X 


156 


2X 


93 


IX 


Oiaciplina 


45 


4X 


110 


2X 


72 


IX 


141 


2X 


94 


IX 


Friandlinaaa 


70 


6X 


219 


3X 


113 


2X 


250 


3X 


168 


2X 


Oiatrict Support 






















Confidanca in Oiatrict 
Adtofniatratfon 






















Aovi^jaiv Raaaing mat ruction 


48 


4X 


141 


2X 


80 


2X 


166 


2X 


138 


u 


Adaquata Math Inatruction 


68 


6X 


203 


3X 


125 


2X 


2j6 


4X 


170 


2X 


Adaquata Languaga Inatruction 


46 


4X 


127 


2X 


74 


IX 


160 


« 1 


109 


IX 



iffllSs 2510 rMpondmtt (8X) did not indieatt thtir ethnicity. 



ERIC 
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Numbtr and Ptpctnt Pirtntt- -According to Tht<r Prfmipy Langu«gt--uho Ofd MQI Respond to 
Oat«Mst Nmgcrwnt Survty Items In 1987-88 





Nuvber and Percent of Parents NOT Responding to Item Category 


Item Cittgory 


Hispanic 
(N M 3861) 


Canbodian 

(N • 2356) 


Vietnamese 

(N « 1293) 


English 
(N • 22593) 


Tagalog 

(H « 739) 




N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


Ued«rshfp 


477 


12X 


245 


10X 


145 


in 


330 


IX 


81 


11X 


Instructional Practtcta 


514 


13X 


269 


11X 


169 


13X 


316 


IX 


ICS 


14X 


Curricuiua 


1035 


27X 


540 


23X 


328 


25X 


395 


2X 


200 


27X 


Special Needs Students 


189 


5% 


106 


4X 


63 


5X 


477 


2X 


41 


6X 


School Culture/Climatt 


732 


19X 


431 


18X 


270 


21X 


398 


2X 


171 


23X 


Staff Development 






















School /Parent /Comnunl ty 
Interation 


585 


15X 


349 


15X 


217 


17X 


432 


2X 


130 


18X 


P I ann f ng/ 1 mp I ement f ng/ 
evaluating the Program 


129 


3X 


66 


3X 


45 


ZX 


343 


2X 


28 


4X 


Year-Round Schools 


125 


IX 


72 


3X 


50 


4% 


318 


IX 


25 


3X 


Decision Making/ Involvement 


201 


5X 


118 


5X 


76 


6X 


490 


2X 


39 


5X 


Comnunication 


97 


3X 


65 


3X 


12 


IX 


265 


IX 


19 


3X 


Clarity of Purpose 


108 


3X 


51 


2X 


24 


2X 


267 


IX 


20 


3X 


raciiities Upkeep 


108 


3X 


51 


2X 


26 


IX 


200 


IX 


16 


2X 


Discipline 


85 


2% 


54 


2% 


25 


ZX 


204 


IX 


16 


2X 


Friendliness 


161 


4X 


93 


4X 


33 


3X 


353 


2X 


24 


3X 


District support 






















Confidence in District 
Adaini strati on 






















Adequate Reading Instruction 


113 


3X 


52 


2X 


23 


2X 


269 


IX 


22 


3X 


Adequate Nath Instruction 


161 


4X 


79 


3X 


35 


3X 


383 


^x 


25 


3X 


Adequate Language Inatruction 


107 


zx 


49 


ZX 


16 


IX 


248 


IX 


18 


2X 



HOIE: 2326 respondents (7X) did not indicate their primary language. 



IkMttr and Ptpctnt of Partntt -According to Rttidtnct Arei-- 
Who Old IfSI Kttpond to Oatabm Managtf.4nt Survty itomt in 

1987-88 



Ittm Cattgory 



Ltadtrthip 

Inatructlontl Practical 

I Curriculum 

Spacfal Na«d# Studanta 

School Culturt/Clfmata 

Staff Oavolopnant 

I School /Parant/Conmunlty 
Intaratlon 

I Planning/Inplamanting/ 
Evaluating tht Program 

Yaar-Round Sc^oola 
I Oacialon Making/involvemant 

Comnunicatlon 
I Clarity of Purpoaa 

Facilitiaa Upkaap 
iOlaciplInt 

Friandlintaa 

I District Support 

Confldenet In olatrlct 
Adtolnlatratlon 

Ada^ta loading Inatruction 

Adaquata Nath Inatruction 



[Adaquato Languago Inatruction 

•ERJC 



Nunbtr and Parcant of Paranta 
aSL Rtaponding to I tew 



Non- 
Noighborhood 
Paranta 

(N « 9410) 



193 
193 
231 
275 
243 



183 
325 
161 
147 
161 
134 
247 



2% 
2% 
ZX 
IX 
IX 



278 3X 



200 nx 



3X 
2X 
2X 
2X 
IX 
3X 



170 2X 
247 3X 



133 



2X 



Noighborhood 
Parents 

(M » 29217) 



390 
394 
470 
543 
485 



405 
630 
314 
331 
268 
248 
463 



X 

IX 

IX 

2X 

2X 

2X 



522 2X 



415 IX 



IX 
2X 
IX 
IX 
IX 
IX 
2X 



316 IX 
477 2X 
285 IX 



labia 11 

Nunbar and Parcent of School -Site staff Who Did WOT 
Respond to Oatabaae Managament Survey Itenv in 
1987*88 



20 





Nunber and Percent of Staff 
!SI Responding to Items 


Item Category 


Teachers 

<N * 2163) 


All other 
Staff 
(N » 3626) 




N 


X 


N 


X 


Leadership 


9 


OX 


20 


IX 


Instructional Practices 


10 


ox 


26 


IX 


Curriculum 


12 


IX 


32 


IX 


Special Needs Students 


1 1 


IX 


36 


IX 


School Culture/Climate 


1 1 


IX 


33 


IX 


Staff Development 


4 Y 

1^ 


iX 


40 


IX 


School/Parent/Communi ty 
Inter ation 


9 


ox 


55 


2X 


P I ann i ng/ 1 mp I emant i ng/ 
Evr*-jating the Program 


0 


iX 


70 


2X 


Year 'Round Schools 


13 


IX 


71 


2X 


Decision Making/ Involvement 


5 


ox 


60 


2X 


Coninunication 


17 


IX 


72 


2X 


Clarity of Purpose 


4 


ox 


57 


2X 


Evaluation Procedures 


15 


IX 


71 


2X 


Recognition 


17 


IX 


77 


2X 


Work Environment 


22 


IX 


94 


3X 


District Support 


24 


It 


101 


3X 


Confidence in District 
Adnini strati on 


19 


IX 


105 


3X 


Program Quality 

1 


6 


ox 


53 


IX 



